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The amendment (No. 4072) was agreed
to.

Mr. DODD. I move to reconsider the
vote and to lay that on the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. HARKIN. I call up amendment
No. 4085 and ask for its immediate con-
sideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to setting aside the pending
amendment?

Mr. ENZI. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. HARKIN. Parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa.

Mr. HARKIN. What is the pending
amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
pending amendment is amendment No.
4050, offered by the Senator from Mary-
land, Mr. CARDIN.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I wish to
be heard on this amendment. We were
told to stay here tonight so we could
offer amendments. I have had an
amendment pending since this bill was
brought to the floor. I have not been
able to bring it up. We were told we
could stay here tonight and offer
amendments. In good faith, I stayed
here to offer an amendment. Now I am
told we can’t offer amendments be-
cause of the pending amendment, and
we can’t set it aside. What kind of
games are being played around here? I
had this amendment pending ever since
the beginning, and I have not been al-
lowed to bring it up. With cloture to-
morrow, it would fall. What does it
mean that we should stay around here
to offer amendments tonight, when
there is a pending amendment we can’t
set aside?

If that is the game we are going to
play, I am going to put in a quorum
call and we will not call it off.

Mr. REID. Will my friend yield with-
out losing his right to the floor?

Mr. HARKIN. Without losing my
right to the floor, I yield to the major-
ity leader.

Mr. REID. In the conversations we
just continued over here, I tried to
work something out. It was my under-
standing that the minority, the Repub-
licans, agreed to allow the Senator’s
amendment dealing with annuities to
come up.

Mr. HARKIN. I can’t hear.

Mr. REID. In a conversation we had
over here a few minutes ago, the Re-
publicans and Senator DODD and his
staff thought it would be appropriate
to bring up your amendment dealing
with annuities. That was part of the
general agreement we had worked out
over here.

Mr. HARKIN. Well, I have my ATM
amendment, and then there is an annu-
ities amendment.
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Mr. REID. The annuities amendment
is what the conversation was about.

Mr. HARKIN. This is the ATM
amendment that I have had filed since
the beginning. I have had it filed since
this bill was brought to the floor.

Mr. REID. So what about the annuity
amendment?

Mr. HARKIN. I have that amendment
too. I didn’t know there was a limit. I
have two amendments. I have an annu-
ities amendment and an ATM amend-
ment.

Mr. REID. I guess my question
through the Chair to my friend from
Iowa is, rather than going into a
quorum call tonight, you could always
do that some other time. I think it
would be more productive if your
amendment, which is dealing with an-
nuities, was lumped into a number of
other amendments that have been
agreed to on both sides. See if we can
dispose of those. Then if you still feel
aggrieved at a later time, you could
still do whatever you want.

Mr. HARKIN. I will not be able to be-
cause there will be a cloture vote to-
morrow, and I will have been precluded
for 3 weeks from offering my amend-
ment. That is not quite fair ball around
here. I said I would do my amendment
in 5 minutes. I don’t need to take much
time.

Mr. REID. I say again through the
Chair to my friend, it seems that it
would be better that you would have
the opportunity at least to get the an-
nuity amendment, which a number of
us believe is a very important amend-
ment. I think it would be better if we
were able to at least get rid of that
amendment in a positive way. I think
that is a very important amendment. If
I had to choose between the ATM
amendment or the amendment dealing
with annuities, it would be hard for me
to make a choice which one is the most
important amendment. It is not a ques-
tion of not having two amendments. It
is a question of couldn’t we at least
dispose of one of them which is an im-
portant amendment; otherwise, the
way this train is going, we may never
get to the annuity amendment.

Mr. HARKIN. I say to my friend, the
leader, that we seem to have an im-
passe. I have an annuities amendment.
I don’t know what is going to happen
to that. I don’t know if they are going
to bring it up, vote on it or not vote on
it. No one has said to me what they are
going to do with it. I have an ATM
amendment I have been trying to bring
up. I heard my friend from Con-
necticut—and he is my friend; I respect
him highly—say: Stay around here to-
night and offer amendments. I just of-
fered an amendment, and now I can’t
offer the amendment because they will
not set aside the pending amendment.

Mr. REID. I am not going to belabor
the point, other than to say to my
friend, there has been a tentative
agreement between the two managers
of the bill, including offering your
amendment dealing with annuities.
That is an important amendment. I
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support it a lot. I think the other
amendment is good too. But we don’t
have agreement on both of them. We do
on one of them.

Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, until we
find some way to work something out,
I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. NELSON of Florida. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The bill clerk continued with the call
of the roll.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to vacate the
quorum call.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Without objection, the quorum call is
lifted.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to set aside the
pending amendment and call up
amendment No. 4019, the bipartisan
amendment Senator GRASSLEY and I
have worked on for years to end secret
holds here in the Senate, and permit 10
minutes of debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

Mr. SHELBY. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

Mr. SHELBY. I object on behalf of
Senator DEMINT.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard.

The Senator from Oregon.

Mr. WYDEN. Parliamentary inquiry:
Could the Senator who objected to my
request identify on whose behalf the
objection was made?

Mr. SHELBY. I objected on behalf of
Senator DEMINT.

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, if I could
be heard on this very briefly, my friend
Senator GRASSLEY is here, and perhaps
we could take 3 minutes or so each to
discuss this.

We have worked on this now for more
than a decade. The American people
are furious at the way business is done
in Washington, DC, and if ever there
were a concrete reason why, we have
seen it in the handling of this bipar-
tisan effort to once and for all take
business in the Senate out of the shad-
ows and do public business in public.
This has widespread, bipartisan sup-
port. It is designed to ensure that when
a Senator uses one of the most power-
ful tools at their disposal to actually
block the public from seeing public
business, that Senator would be pub-
licly accountable. That hasn’t been the
case, and again and again we have seen
colleagues over the last decade abuse
this process.



